ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION___B_B_

All Californians want better schools, but the promoters of Proposition 88 have
taken the wrong approach. Concerned teachers and parents have joined with
taxpayer groups and small business organizations to oppose Proposition 88.
Here’s why:

= Proposition 88 does nothing to assure that funds raised in your community
are spent on your schools. Proposition 88 lets the State Legislature give
your tax money to any school district in the state.

* Proposition 88 creates a whole new kind of statewide property tax.
Currently all property taxes are collected locally and are used for local
services, such as improving your local schools, reducing traffic congestion,
improving health care, and increasing fire fighting, paramedic and law
enforcement capabilities. The Prop 88 property parcel tax just goes to the
State.

* Proposition 88 would impose the first statewide property tax since 1910, and
would encourage other special interests to pass more and bigger property
parcel taxes for their self interest causes.

= Opening the door to the new property parcel tax could lead to huge new
property taxes, contrary to the clear intent of Proposition 13 to limit property
taxes. We could see owners of small homes or mom-and-pop stores taxed
out of their homes and shops.

= This new tax 1s never ending, we will pay 1t forever, whether it does
anything to help schools or not!

* Proposition 88 gives Sacramento politicians increased power to decide
where and how to spend your money.

* Proposition 88 uses a loophole to get around the two-thirds vote
requirement in Proposition 13 to increase taxes. Proposition 13 requires a
two-thirds voter approval to impose a local property parcel tax. Proposition
88 would impose a new statewide property parcel tax with only a simple
majority vote. As aresult, it is much easier to impose new statewide parcel
taxes than a local parcel tax. This is another good reason to stop statewide
property parcel taxes now before we are flooded with property parcel tax
propositions.
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People concemed about our kids and schools say:

“As a public school teacher, nothing is more important to me than the quality of
our schools. Proposition 88 is poorly drafted, it will result in tax money raised in
our community being spent by the State Legislature anywhere in the state.”

Lillian T. Perry

Middle School Teacher

Teacher of the Year 2002

“We are the parents of two children in public schools, and are active in our PTA.
We are very concemed about the impact of Proposition 88 on our local schools and
are voting NO.”

Paul and Susanna Fong,

El Dorado Hills

“Most of the school teachers I know are voting No on Proposition 88. It’s bad for
our schools and bad for our kids.”

Kate McGowan-Otto, 4" Grade Teacher.

Winner, Honorary Service Award, 2005.

Proposition 88 doesn't solve problems; it creates new ones. That’s why Parents
and Teachers agree with Taxpayers and Small Business Owners. Vote NO on

Proposition 88.

For more information visit: www.noprop88.com.

Dr. Tom Bogetich,
Executive Director, California State Board of Education (Ret.)

Jon Coupal,
President, Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association

Joel Fox,
President, Small Business Action Committee

SUBJECT TO COURT
ORDERED CHANGES



